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There's the "star in the sunset," how gleaming and
i"ill,

I-ika a rich biasing gem on the brow of the hill;
In the language of stars, I suppose it most say,

I I'm shining so brightly in honor of May!
And there's the May moon.oh! pale, pearfy shell!
Your topic is old.how old 1 can t tell;
But after the great M»ster-poet, 'twere vain
To trespass on any peculiar domain 1

Bat one word I must say. as we part at the gate,
And it shall not be long, for it is growing late:
Though perfume and ro3es are coming with June,
I shall never forget thy soft guidance, May moon!

FUGITIVE SLAVE BILL.

SPEECH OF HON. CHARLES SUMNER,
OF MASSACHUSETTS,

In the Senate of t/u United States, June 28, 1 fcS f.

The Senate having under consideration the raotionto refer to the Committee on the Judiciary
the Petition from twenty-nine hundred citizens of

JMassachusetts, praying for the repeal of the Fuif gitive Slave Bill.
X* Mr. SUMNER said:

Mr. President: Since I had the honor of ad|
dressing the Senate tw o days ago. various Senatorshave spoken. Among these, several have
alluded to me in terms clearly beyond the sanctionsof parliamentary debate. Of this I make
no complaint, though, for the honor of the Senate
at least, it were well that it were otherwise. If
to them it seems lit, courteous, parliamentary.

" to unpack the heart with words,
And fall a cursing, like a very drab.
A scullion,"

!J will not interfere with the enjoyment which
they find in such exposure of themselves. They
have certainly given us a taste of their characters.
Two <»1" them, the Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. BinL*n] who sits immediately before inc.

uisd the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] who
sits immediately behind me, are not young. Their
heads are amply crowned by time. They did not

speak from any ebullition of youth, but from the
confirmed temper of age. It is ^melancholy to
lxiieve thai, in this debate, they V,OWC(* themselvesas they are. It were charitable to believe
that they are in reality better than they showed
themselves.
% 1 think, air, that I am not the only person on

this floor, who, in lately listening to these two

self-confident champions ofthe |>cculi;ir fanaticism
k of the South, was reminded of the striking words

by Jefferson, picturing the influence of slavery,
where he says, The whole commerce between
* master and slave is a perpetual exerc ise of the
' most boisterous pa-sions, the most unremitting
4 despotism on the one part, and degrading sub'mission on the other. Our children see this, and
4 learn to imitate it; for man is an imitative uni
< 1_ tl.. t tl.» ..l.a.1 iaaLi on
n in jK.iVHi 'vwimo. « iiv viuiu iv/viv. v».,

catches the lineaments uf wrath, puts on the
4 <»me airs in the circle of smaller slaves, gives

(4 loose to his worst passions, and, thus nursed, ed4nested, and daily exercised in tyranny, cannot
l#ut l>e stamped by it with odious peculiarities.

4 The man must be a-prodigy who can retain his
> 4 manners and morals undcpraved by such cir4cuiustances." Nobody who witnc~-cd (he Sen".atoe from South Corolina or the Senator from
J Virginia in this debate will place cither of them
1 among the 44 prodigies " described by Jefferson.

At they s^Kike, the Senate Chamber must have
cecmed, in the characteristic fantasy of the moment,a plantation well stocked with slaves, over

which the lash of the overseer had free swing.
Sir, it gives me no pleasure to say these things.

is not according to my nature. Hear witness,
t ui 1 do it only in just self-defence against the
upreccdented assaults and provocations of this

debate. If Senators expect, by any ardor ol nicri:c or by any tyrannical frow n, to shake niv fixed
resolve, they expect a vain thing.

i: ii' w ] !imp-, little that 1 11 from these
two championt, as the fit xvas on, which deserves
t ply. Certainly not the hard words they usrt

readiiy in 1 .' Tic4 v -ran Senator
t'cMU Virginia [Mr. Mason] complained that I
i..id characterized one of his 44 constituents,'' a

person who went all the way frotu Virginia to
Boston in pursuit of a slave, as a Slave-llunter.
5 r. 1 choose to call t a by their right names.
White 1 call white, and black I call blaek. And
where a person degrades himself to tlie work of
chasing a fellow-man, w ho, under the inspirationoi freedom and the guidance of the north
star, has sought a freeman s home far aw ay from
the coffle and the i liain, that jtcrson, whomsoever
he may be, I call a Slave-Hunter. If the Senator
from Virginia, x\ ho professes nicety of speech,
will give me any terra which more precisely decrib( » such a person. 1 will use it. I'ntil then 1
-hail continue to use the language which seems
to me so apt. but this very sensibility of the
veteran Senator at a just term, which truiy deiki.'taan oitions clinm-ipr slunv-i a cloime in
w hich I exult. It was said by one of the philosophersof antiquity, that the blush is a sign of
virtue; and permit mo to add. that, in,this violentsensibility, 1 recognise a blush mantling the
cheek of the Senator, which even his plantation
manners cannot conceal.
And the venerable Senator from South Caroltlina, too, [Mr. Hitler:] lie has betrayed his

scrtsibility. Here let nic say that this Senator
knotrs well that i always listen with peculiar

} jdeaiOrc to his racy and exuberant speech, as it
i gtt£gli-s forth.sometimes tinctured by generous

.

(
i h as.except when, forgetful of history, and in
defiance of reason, he undertakes to defend thut

I, which is obviously indefensible. This Senator
was disturbed, when to his inquiry, personally,
pointedly, and vehemently addressed to me,
whether I would join in returning a follow-nian
10 slavery, 1 exclaimed, ' Ii thy servant n dog,
that lie should do this thing?" In titful phrases,'

which seemed to come from the unconscious excitementso common with the Senator, he shot
I rth various remarks al«>ut ' dogs and, among
other things, asked if there was any *'dogft in
the Constitution ? The Senator did not seem to
hear in mind, through the heady currents of that
moment, that, by the false intoqirctation he has
given to the Constitution, he has helped to nurlurcthere a whole kennel of Carolina bloodhounds.trained, w ith savage jaws and inexorable
scent, for the hunt of Hying bondmen. No, sir.
I do not believe tiiat there is any " kennel ig'
bloodhounds." or even any ' dog," in the Con

en ot i!h Cniu <1 Mates.
lint, Mr. President, since the brief response

w hi li 1 made to the inquiry of the Senator, and
\i ir.'ped unconsciously to my lips, has drawn
upon me various attacks, all marked by grossnessof language and manner; since I have been
charged with openly declaring my pnrpose to violatethe Constitution, and to break the oath
which I have taken a* that do k, 1 shall be pardonedfor showing simply how a few plain words
will put all this down. The authentic report in
the < -hows what v a- actually said. The
report in the Srnlinrl is substantially the same :
and oae of the New York papers, which has been

, put into my hands since I emen d Mw Senate
Chamber to-day, under its telegraphic head,
tates the incident with substantial accuracy,
though it omits the personal individual appeal
addressed to me by the Senator, and which is

\ -t vi 1 in the ft Here is the New York
\ \ report:

Mr. I'.CTi.ick. I would like to nsk the Senator.
if Congress rcj>enled the Fugitive Slave Law,
would Massachusetts execute the constitutional
requirements, and send back to the South the

1 absconding slaves?
' Mr. St mxek. Do you ask if I would send back
a slave?

. Mr. Bitlf.r. Why. yes.
' Mr. Si MM.u. ' Is thy servant a dog, that lie

; should do this thing?"
To any candid mind, either of these reports rendersanything further superfluous. But the Senatorswho have been so swift in misrepresentationdeserve to be cxj>osed. and it sliall be done.

i-_rI....

mi, i iTSw i rej|iuiig as my guiuc lite
I authoritative words of Andrew Jackson, in his

memorable veto, in 1832, of the Bank of the UniI,»(i States. To h.s course, at tha' critical time.
v\ ere opposed the authority of the Supreme Court
and his oath to support the Constitution. Here is
his triumphant reply:
u If the opinion of the Supreme Court covers

4 the whole ground of this act, it ought not to
4 control the co-ordinate authorities of this Gov4crnment. The Congress, the Executive, and the
4 Court, must each for itself be guided by its own
4 opinion of the Constitution. Each public officer.
trho lake* an oath to support the Constitution,
stctars that he criB support it as he understands it,

L ' W /. ! .i. i> is understood lot others. It is a*
4 much the doty of the House of Representatives,
4 of the Senate, and of the President, to decide
4 upon the constitutionality of any bill or resolu4tion, which may be presented to them for pns4sage or approval, as it is of the supreme judges
4 when it may be brought before them for judicial
4 decision. The authority of the Supreme Court
4 must not, therefore, be permitted to control the
4 Congress or the Executive, when acting in their
4 legislative capacities, but to have only such in4fluenceas the force of their reasoning may de1serve."
Mark these words, and let them sink into your(minds. "Each public officer, who takes an oath

to support the Constitution, swears that he will
support it as he understands it. and not as it is
understood by others.'' Yes, sir. as he vsderstaxosit, and not as it is understood by others.
Does any Senator here dissent from th>3 rule ?

I Docs the Senator from Virginia ? Docs the Sen\

ih

%
.....luiiiw
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ator from South Carolina? [Here Mr. Scknee
paused, but there was no reply.] At all events,
1 accept the rule as just and reasonable; in harmony,too, let me assert, with that liberty which
scorns the dogma of patsive obedience, and asserts
the inestimable right of private judgment, whetherin religion or politics. In swearing to support
the Constitution at your desk, Mr. President, I
did not swear to support it as you understand it.
Oh, no, sir. Or as the Senator from Virginia understandsit. Oh, no, sir. Or as the Senasor
from South Carolina understands it, with a kennelof bloodhounds; or, at least, a "dog" in it,
pawing to get free its hinder parts," in pursuit

of a slave. No such thing. Sir, I swore to supportthe Constitution at I understand it; nor more,
nor less.
Now, I will not occupy your time, nor am I so

disposed at this moment, nor does the occasion
require it, by entering upon any minute criticism
of the clause in the Constitution touching the
surrender of " fugitives from labor." A few
word3 only are needful. Assuming, sir, in the
face of commanding rules of interpretation, all
leaning towards freedom, that in the evasive languageof this clause, paltering in a double sense,
the words employed can be judicially regarded
as justly applicable to fugitive slaves, which, as

you ought to know, sir, is often most strenuouslyand conscientiously denied.thus sponging
the whole clause out of existence, except as a

provision for the return of persons actually bound
by lawful contract, but on which I now express
no opinion ; assuming, I say, this interpretation,
so hostile to freedom, and derogatory to the
members of the Federal Convention, who solemnlydeclared tLat they would not yield any sanctionto slaver} or admit into the Constitution
the idea of property in man ; assuming, I repeat,
an interpretation which eveiy principle of the
common law, claimed by our fathers as their
birthright, must disown ; admitting, for the momentonly, and with shame, that the institutionof the United States has any words, which,
in any legal intendment, ean constrain fugitive
slaves, then I desire to say, that, as I understand
the Constitution, this clause does not impose
upon nie, as a Senator or citizen, unv obligation
to take part, directly or indirectly, in the surrenderof a fugitive slave.

Sir, as a Senator, I have taken at your desk
the oath to support the Constitution, a* I understandH. And understanding it as I do, I am
bound by that oath. Mr. President, to oppose
all enactments by Congress on the subject of
fugitive slaves, as a flagrant violation of the
Constitution; especially must I oppose the last
act as a tyrannical usurpation, kindred in characterto the Stamp Act, which our fathers indignantlyrefused to obey. Here my duties,
under the oath-which I have taken as a Senator,
end. There is nothing beyond. They are all absorbedin the constant, inflexible, righteous obligationto oppose every exercise by Congress of
any power over the subject. In no respect, by
that oath, can 1 be constrained to duties in other
cajtacitue, or us <i timjdc citizen, especially when ]
revolting to my conscience. Now, in this inter- t

pretation of the Constitution I may be wrong; 1
others may differ from me; the Senator from
Virginia may difter from me, and the Senator
from South Carolina also ; and they will, each 1

and all, act according to their respective under-
standings. For myself, I shall act according to
mine. < >n this explicit statement of my constitu-
tional obligations, I stand, as upon a living rock,
and, to the inquiry, in whatever form addressed
to my personal responsibility, whether I would
aid, directly or indirectly, in reducing or surren-

dering a fellow-man to bondage, 1 reply again,
" Is thy servant a dog, that he should do this
thing?''
And, sir, looking round upon this Senate, I

might ask fearlessly, how many there are, even
in this body, if, indeed, there be a single Sepator,who would stoop to any such service ? Untilsome one rises and openly confesses his willingnessto become a Slave-Hunter, I will not
believe there can he one. [Here Mr. Simnkr
paused, but nobody rose.] And yet honorable
and chivalrous Senators have rushed headlong
to denounce me because I openly declared my
repudiation of a service at which every manly
bosom must revolt. " Sire, I have found in
Layounc brave soldiers and good citizens, but
n 4 one executioner" was the noble reply of the
Governor of that place to Charles IX of France,
after the royal edict for the massacre of St. Bartholomew; and such a spirit, F trust, will yet
animate the people of this country, when pressed
to the service of "dogs!"
To that other question, which has been pro-

posea, whether Massachusetts, l>y Mate laws,
will carry out the offensive clause in the Constitution,according to the understanding of the
venerable Senator from South Carolina, I reply
that Massachusetts, at all times, ha3 been ready
to do her duty under the Constitution, as she
understands it; and, I doubt not, will ever continueof this mind. More than this I cannot
say.

Jn quitting this topic, I cannot forbear to remarkthat the assault on me for my disclaimer of
all constitutional obligation, resting upon me as
a Senator or citizen, to aid in making a man a

slave, or in surrendering him to slavery, comes
with an ill grace from the veteran Senator from
Virginia, a State which, by its far-famed resolutionsof 171>8, assumed to determine its constitutionalobligations, even to the extent of openly
declaring two different acts of Congress null and
void ; and it comes also w ith an ill grace from
the venerable Senator from South Carolina, a
State which, in latter days, has arrayed itself
openly against the Federal authorities, and which
threatens nullification as often as babies cry.

Surely the Senator from South Carolina, with
his silver-w hite locks, would have hesitated to
lead this assault upon me, had he not, for the
moment, been entirely oblivious, of the history of
the State which he represents. Not many years
have passed since an incident occurred at Charles-
ton, in South Carolina.not at Boston, in Massachusetts.whichought to be remembered. The
postmaster of that place, acting under a controllingpublic opinion there, informed the head of
his Department at Washington that he had determinedto suppress all anti-slavery publications,
and requested instructions for the future. Thus,
in violation of the laws of the land, the very
mails were rilled, and South Carolina smiled approbationof the outrage. But this is not nil.
The Postmaster General, Mr. Kendall, after prudentlyalleging that, as he had not seen the papersin question, he could not give an opinion of
their character, proceeded to say, that lie had
eeen informed that they were incendiary, inflaind
tnatorj*, and insurrectionary, and then announced

By no act or direction of mine, official or pri
vate. could I be induced to aid knowingly in
giving circulation to papers of this description,

' directly or indirectly. UV owe an obligation to
' the laws, but a higher one to the communities in
' which we live ; and if the former be perverted
' to destroy the latter, it is patriotisin to disregard
' them. Kntertaining these views, 1 cannot sanc
tion, and will not condemn, the step you have

4 taken."'
Such was the approving response of the NationalGovernment to the Postmaster of Charleston,

w hen, for the sake of Slavery, and without any
constitutional scruple, he set himself against an

acknowledged law of the land ; yet the Senator
from South Carolina now presumes to denounce
me, when, for the sake of freedom, and in the
honest interpretation of my constitutional obligations,I decline an ofl'ensive service.

But there is another incident in the history of
South Carolina, which, as a loyal son of Massachusetts,I cannot forget, and which rises now in
judgment against the venerable Senator. Massachusettshad commissioned a distinguished gentleman,of blameless life and eminent professional
qualities, who served with houor in the other
House, [Hon. Samvel IIoar,] to reside at
Charleston for a brief period, in order to guard
the rights of her free colored citizens,* assaile:
on arrival there by an inhospitable statute, so
gross in its provisions that an eminent character
of South Carolina, a judge of the Supreme Court
of the United States, Hon. William Johnson, had
characterized it as " trampling on the Constitution,''and " a direct attack upon the sovereignty
of the United States." Massachusetts had read
in the Constitution a clause closely associated
with that touching " fugitives from labor," to the
following effect: " The citizens of each State shall
be entitled to all privileges and immunities ofcitizensin the several States," and supposed that
this would yet be recognised by South Carolina.
But she was mistaken. Her venerable representative,an unarmed old man, with hair as silverwhitealmost as that of the Senator before me,
was beset in Charleston by a "respectable" mob,
prevented from entering upon his duties, and
driven from the State; while the Legislature
stepped in to sanction this shameless, lawless
act, by placing on the statute book an order for
his expulsion. And yet, sir, the excitable Senator
from South Carolina is fired by the fancied delinquenciesof Massachusetts towards Slave-Hunters,and also by my own refusal to render them
any " aid or comfort; he showers questions in
volleys, assumes to measure our duties by his
understanding, and ejaculates a lecture at Massa
chusetts and myself. Sir. before that venerable
Senator again does this, let him return to his own
State, seamed all over with the rents left by nullification,and first lecture there. Let him look
into his own heart, and lecture to himself.
But enough for the present on this head of the

extent of my constitutional obligations to become
a Slave-Hunter. There are, however, yet other
things in the assanlt of the venerable Senator,
which, for the sake of truth, in just defence of

THE NAT
Massachusetts, and in honor of freedom, shall 1
not be left unanswered. Alluding to those days t

when Massachusetts was illustrated by Otis,
Hancock, and "the brace of Adamses;" when r

Faneuil Hall sent forth echoes of liberty which 1
resounded even to South Carolina, and the very t
stones in the streets of Boston rose in mutiny 1

against tyranny, the Senator with the silver-white c

locks, in the very ecstacy of slavery, broke forth c

in the ejaculation that Massachusetts was then 1
"slaveholding;" and he presumed to hail these i

patriots as representatives of ' hardy, slavehold- e

ing Massachusetts." Sir, I repel the imputation. £
It is true that Massachusetts was "hardy;" but e

she was not, m any juti teiue, "slaveholding. t
And had she been so, she could not have been r

" hardy." The two characteristics are inconsist- f
ent as weakness and strength, as sickness and c

health.I had almost said, as death and life.
The Senator opens a page, which I would willinglypresent. Sir, slavery never flourished in t

Massachusetts ; nor did it ever prevail thc-re at

any time, even in early Colonial days, to such a n

degree as to be a distinctive feature in her pow- c

crful civilization. Her few slaves were merely e

for a term of years, or for life. If, in point ol l

fact, their issue was sometimes held in bondage, j
it was never by sanction of any statute or law of g
Colony or Commonwealth. (Lanesbord vs. West- I
field, 16 Mass., 7-4.) In all her annals, no person i
was ever born a slave on the soil of Massachu- r

setts. This,' of itself, is a response to the impu- t
tation of the Senator. q
A benign and brilliant act of her Legislature, c

as far back as 164G, shows her sensibility on this v

subject. A Boston ship had brought home two c

negroes, seized on the coast of Guinea. Thus v

spoke Massachusetts: c
" The General Court, conceiving themselves v

' bound by the first opportunity to bear witness t
4 against the heinous and crying sin of man-steal- t
' ing, also to prescribe such timely redress for s
' what is past, and such a latefor the future as may }
4 sufficiently deter all those belonging to us, to have to j
' do in such vile and most odious conduct, justly ab- c
1 horred of all good andjust men, do order that the j
' negro interpreter, with others unlawfully taken, t
4 he, by the first opportunity, at the charge of the
4 country, for the present, sent to his native
4 country of Guinea, and a letter with liira of the t
4 indignation of the Court thereabout and justice
' thereof." c

The Colony that could issue this noble decree g
was inconsistent with itself, when it allowed its v

rocky face to be pressed by the footsteps of a s

single slave. But a righteous public opinion <]
early and constantly set its face against slavery. v

As early as 1701 a vote was entered upon the re- *]
cords oi Boston to the following elfect: "The Rep- c
resentatives are desired to promote the encourag- o

ing the bringing ofwhite servants, and to put ape- l
riod to radioes being slaves." Perhaps, in all history, c
this is the earliest testimony from any official l
body against negro slavery, and I thank God that v
it came from Boston, my native town. In 1705 a a

heavy duty was imposed upon every negro im- t
ported into the province; in 1712 the importa- s
Lion of Indians as servants or slaves was strictly r

forbidden; but the general subject of Slavery f
attracted little attention till the beginning of the E
controversy, which ended in the Revolution; a
when the rights of the blacks were blended by c
all true patriots with those of the whites. Spar- ^

ing all unnecessary details, suffice it to say, that, c
as early as 1769, one of the courts of Massachu- i
setts, anticipating, by several years, the renown- f
ed judgment in Somersett's case, established with- t
in its jurisdiction the principle of emaucipatioh ; g
and, under its touch of magic power, changed a

slave into a freeman. Similar decisions followed (
in other places. In 1776, the whole-number of 1
blacks, both free and slave, sprinkled thinly over t
hardy" Massachusetts, was five thousand two £

hundred and forty-nine, being to the whites as \
ohe is to sixty-five; while in " slaveholding" r
South Carolina the number of negro slaves, at t
that time, was not far from one hundred thou- s
sand, being nearly one slave for every freeman, (
thus rendering that Colony anything but "har- <

dy." At last, in 1780, even before the triumph of 4
Yorktown had led the way to that peace which r
set its seal upon our National Independence, c

Massachusetts, animated by the struggles of the y
Revolution, and tilled by the sentiments of Free- <

dom, placed in trout of her Bill of Rights the f
emphatic words, that " all men are born free £
and equal," and by this declaration exterminated j
every vestige of slavery within her borders.
All hail, then, to Massachusetts, the just and 1
generous Commonwealth in whose behalf I have j
the honor to speak. f

Thus, sir, does the venerable Senator err when f
he presumes to vouch Massachusetts for slavery, \
and to associate this odious institution with the <
names of her great patriots. 1

.Mr. ROCKWELL. Will my honorable colleagueallow me to send to the Chair, and have
read in this connection with his present remarks,
a passage from Graham's History of the United
States ?

Mr. SUMNER. I do not know the passage to
which my colleague refers, but I welcome any
interruption from him.
The Secretary read as follows :
44 Among other subjects of dispute with the

4 British Government aud its officers, was one
4 more creditable to Massachusetts than even her
' magnanimous concern for the liberty of her cit4izens and their fellow-colonists. Negro slavery
4 still subsisted in every one of the American
4 provinces, and the unhappy victims of this yoke
4 were rapidly multiplied by the progressive ex4tension of the slave trade. Georgia, the young4est of all the States, contained already fourteen
4 thousand negroes ; and in the course of the
1 present year alone, more than six thousand
4 were imported into South Carolina. In New
4 England, the number of slaves was vjry insig4niticant, and their treatment so mild and hu4mane us in some measure to veil from the pub4lie eye the iniquity of their bondage. But, the
4 recent discussions with regard to liberty and ]
4 the rights of human nature, were calculated to
' awaken in generous minds a juster impression
1 of negro slavery ; and .during the latter part of
4 Governor Bernard's administration, a bill pro4hibitory of all traflie in negroes w as passed by
' the Massachusetts Assembly. Bernard, however,
4 in conformity with his instructions from the
4 Crown, refused to affirm this law ; and thus
' opposed himself to the virtue as well as to the
' liberty of the people whom he governed.

" On three subsequent occasions, laws abolish4ing the slave trade were passed by the same
4 Assembly during Hutchinson's administration ;
4 but all were in like manner negatived by the
4 Governor. And yet it was at this very period,
4 when Britain permitted her merchants annually
4 to make slaves of more than fifty thousand men,
4 and refused to permit her Colonies to decline a
4 participation in this injustice, that her orators,
4 poets, and statesmen, loudly celebrate the gen1erosity of English virtue, in suffering no slaves
4 to exist on English ground, and the transcend4ent equity of her judicial tribunals in libera4ting one negro who had been caraied there.
4 Though Massachusetts was thus prevented from
4 abolishing the slave trade, the relative discus4sions that took place were by no means unpro4ductive of good. A great amelioration became
4 visible in the condition of all the negroes in the
4 province ; and most of the proprietors gave lib4erty to their slaves. This jtist action.for such,
4 and such only, it deserves to be termed.has
4 obtained hitherto scarcely any notice from man4kind, while the subsequent and similar conduct
1 of the Quakers in Pennsylvania has been eele4brated with warmth and general encomium. So
4 capricious is the distribution of fame, and sj)' much advantage does the reputation of virtue
4 derive from alliance with sectarian spirit and
4 interest."

.Mr. nt uahk. J am obliged to my colleague.
The extract is in substantial conformity with
clear historic truth, which the Senator from
South Carolina, in one of his oratorical effluxes,
has impeached. But the venerable Senator errs
yet more, if possible, when he attributes to
"slaveholding"' communities a leading part in
those contributions of arms and treasure bywhich independence was secured. Here are his
exact words, as I find them in the Glob?, revised
by himself:

" Sir, when blood was shed upon the plains of
' Lexington and Concord, in an issue made by' Boston, to whom was an appeal made, and from
' whom was it answered ? The answer is found
' in the acts of slaveholding States.animis opi4busqtic parati. Yes, sir, the independence of
4 America, to maintain republican liberty, was
4 won by the arms and treasure, by the patriot4i3m and good faith of slaveholding cemmuni- ,4 ties."
Mark the language, sir, as emphasized by himself.Surely, the Senator with his silver-white

locks, all fresh from the outrage of the Nebraska
bill, cannot stand here and proclaim 44 the good/..a -e -l » -lJ1 « ' "

juun ui mii« euuiuiug coiumuniiies,' except in

irony. Yes, sir, in irony. And let me add, that
when this Senator presumes to say that American
Independence " was won by the arms and treasureof alavrholding communities," attributing to
this element any influence deserving praise, and
not condemnation, he speaks either in irony or
in ignorance.
The question which the veteran Senator from

South Carolina here opens, by his vaunt, I have
no desire to discuss; hut, since it is presented, I
confront it at once. This is not the first time,
during my brief service here, that this Senate*
has sought on this floor to provoke a comparison
between slaveholding communities and the free
States.

Mr. BCTLER, (from his seat.! Yon cannot
r^uotc a single instance in which I have done it.

IONAL ERA, WASI
have always said I though! it was in bad taste

ind I have never attempted it.
Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator's pardon. 1

ilways listen to him, and I know whereof I affirm
le has profusely dealt in it. I allude now onlj
o a single occasion. In his speech on the Nciraskabill, running through two days, it was one
if his commonplaces. In that he openly presentda contrast between the free States and " slaveloldingcommunities," in certain essential feauresof civilization, and directed shafts at Masachusctts,which called to his feet my distinguishedcolleague at that time, [Mr. Evehktt,]
ind which more than once compelled me to take
he floor. And now, sir, the venerable Senator
lot rising from his seat and standing openly heorethe Senate, ventures to deny that he has
lealt in such comparisons.
Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator allow me ?
Mr. SUMNER. Certainly; I yield the floor tc

he Senator.
\fr IirrTT.TTT? Wlionni'np flmfIn
* *» *««« »» uvuvTvi luai ojicvvu la i ccvu.

ind I wish the Senator had read it before h<
ommented on it with a good deal of rhetorica
enthusiasm.it will be found that I was particuarnot to wound the feelings of the Northerr
icople who were sympathizing with us in the
freat movement to remove odious distinctions
was careful to say nothing that would provoke
nvidious comparisons ; and when that speech is
cad, notwithstanding the vehement assertion o!
he honorable Senator, he will find that when 1
[uoted the laws of Massachusetts, particularly
>ne act which I termed the totie.i quolies act, by
rhich every negro was whipped every time lie
amc into Massachusetts, I quoted them with a
iew to show, not a contrast between South Carilinaand Massachusetts, but to show that, in the
chole of this country, from the beginning to this
irne.even in my own State, I made no exeepion.publicopinion had undergone a change
ind that it had undergone the same change in
Massachusetts, for at one time they did not regardthis institution of slavery with the same
idium that they do at this time. That was the
lurpose; and I challenge the Senator as an uraorof fairness to look at it, and sec if it is not so.
Mr. SUMNER. Has the Senator done?
Mr. BUTLER. I may not be done presently;

>ut that is the purport of that speech.
Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator refer to his

iwn speech ? He now admits that, under the
;uise of an argument, he did draw attention to
rhat he evidently regarded an odious law of Masachusetts.And, sir, I did not forget that, in
loing this, there was, at the time, an apology
rhich ill-concealed the sting. But let that pass,
'lie Senator is strangely oblivious of the statistialcontrasts, which he borrowed from the speech
if a member of the other House, and which, at
lis request, were read by a Senator before him
in this Hoor. The Senator, too, is strangely obiviousof yet another imputation, which, at the
cry close of his speech, he shot as a Parthian
rrow at Massachusetts. It is he, then, who is
he offender. For myself, sir, I understand the
ensibilitics of Senators from slaveholding comnunities,and would not wound them by a superiuousword. Of slavery I speak strongly, as 1
nust: but thus far, even at the expense of my
argument, I have avoided the contrasts, founded
m details of figures and facts, which are so obiousbetween the free States and " slaveholding
ommunities; " especially have I shunned all alusionto South Carolina. But the venerable
Senator, to whose discretion that State has in.
rusted its interests here, will not allow me to be
till.
God forbid that I should do injustice to South

Carolina. I know well the gallantry of many ol
icr sons. I know the response which she made
0 the appeal of Boston for union against the
Stamp Act.the fugitive slave act of that day.
>y the pen of Christopher Gadsden. And I re1ember with sorrow that this patriot was obligee
o confess, at the time, her ' weakness in havinj
uch a number of slaves," though it is to hii
:redit that he recognised slavery as a " crime.'
Bancroft's Histery of United States, vol. 5, pag<
i2G.) 1 have no pleasure in dwelling on the hunidationsof South Carolina; I do not desire U
xpose her sores; I would not lay bare her na
tedness. But the Senator, in his vaunt foi
'slaveholding communities," has made a clain
or slavery which is so inconsistent with history
ind so derogatory to freedom, that I cannot allow
t to pass un. swercd.

Title cir ia ttnf fhn fircf limn nt-on <1nmnrr m\

ittle experience here, that the same claim ha<
aeen made on this floor; and this seems mor<

istonishing, because the archives of the eountn
urnisli such ample and undoubted materials lot
ts refutation. The question of the comparativt
jontributions of men by different States and sec
Lions of the country in the war of the Revolution
a-as brought forward as early as 1790, in the firsl
Congress under the Constitution, in the animatet
ind protracted debate on the assumption of Stat<
iebts by the Union. Ou this occation Fishei
Ames, a Representative from Massachusetts, mem
arable for his classic eloquence, moved for a cal
upon the War Department for the number of met
furnished by each State to the Revolutionary ar
utics. This motion, though vehemently opposed
was carried by a small majority. Shortly after
wards, the answer to the call was received fron
ihe Department, at that time under the chargi
af General Knox. This answer, which is one o
the documents of our history, places beyonc
lavil or criticism the exact contribution in armi
af each State. Here it is :

S'tatement of the number of troops and militia furnishedby the several States, for the support of tin
Revolutionary war, from 1773 to 1783, inclusive

-S3 .
© :?! . 3-8 .

HI ii ij|in
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states. ° ' fc-1 ^ w 41

New Hampshire 12,496 2,093 14,598 3,70<
Massachusetts 67,937 15,155 83,092 9,50<
Rhode Island 5,908 4,284 10,192 1,50<
Connecticut 32,039 7,792 39,831 3,00<
Sew York 17,781 3,312 21,093 8,75(
Pennsylvania 25,608 7,357 32,965 2,00<
New Jersey 10,727 6,055 16.782 2,50(

Total 172,496 46.048 218,553 30,95(
Southern
States.

Delaware 2,387 376 2.7C3 1.00(
Manland 13,912 5,464 19,376 4,00<
Virginia 26,672 4.163 30,835 21,88<
North Carolina 7,263 2,716 9,969 12,00<
South Carolina 5,508 - 5,508 28,00<
Georgia 2,679 . 2,679 9,93<

Total 58,421 12,719 71,130 76,811
It should be understood that, at this time, then

was but little difference in numbers between th<
population of the Sothern States and that of th<
Northern States. By the census of 1790, th<
Southern had a population of 1,956,354; tin
Northern had a population of 1,968,455. But not
withstanding this comparative equality of popu
lation in the two sections, the North furnishe<
vastly more men Mian the South.
Of continental t. oops, the Southern States fur

nished 58,421 ; the Northern furnished 172,496
making about three men furnished to the conti
nental army by the Northern Sttlfe to one fron
the Southern.
Of militia, whoso services are authenticated b;

the War Office, the Southern States furnishe<
12,719; the Northern furnished 46,048 ; makin;
nearly four men furnished to the militia by th
Northern States to one from the Southern.
Of militia, whose services were not authenti

cated by the War Office, hnt are set down in thi
return as conjectural only, we have 76,810 fur
nished by the Southern .States, and 30,950 fur
nished by the Northern ; making, under this head
more than two men furnished hv the Southern ti
one from the Northern. The chief services of th
Southern States, it will he observed with n smile
were conjectural only !

Looking, however, at the sum total of conti
nental troops, authenticated militia, and conjeetural militia, we have 147,040 furnished by th
Southern States, while 240,503 were furnishe<
by the Northern; making 100,000 men furnishe<
to the war by the Northern more than the South
ern.

But the disparity swells when we directly com
pare South Carolina and Massachusetts. Of con
tinental troops, and authenticated militia, and con
jectura) militia, South Carolina furnished 33,508while Massachusetts furnished 92,592 ; makin|in the latter sum nearly three men for one far
nished by South Carolina. Look, however, a
the continental troops and the authenticated mili
tia furnished by the two States, and here yoiwill find only 5,508 furnished by South Carolina
while 83,092 were furnished by Massachusetts.
being sixteen times more than by South Carolina, am
much more than by all tfm Southern States togetherHere arc facts and figures of which the Senate
ought not to be ignorant.

Did the occasion require, 1 might go further
and minutely portray the imbecility of the South
ern States, and particularly of South Carolina
in the war of the Revolution, as compared witl
the Northern States. This is a sad. chapter o
history, upon which I unwillingly dwell, Faith
ful annals record that, as early as 1778, the si:
South Carolina regiments, composing, with th<
Georgia regiment, the regular force of the South
em Department, did not, in the whole, mnstc
abore eight hundred men; nor was it possible t<
fill up their ranks. During the succeeding yearthe Governor of .South Carolina, pressed by th<
British forces, offered to stipulate the neutralityof his State during the war, leaving it to be de

\
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, cided at the peace to whom it should belong.a "

premonitory symptom of the secession proposed A
[ in our own day! At last, after the fatal field of tc

Camden, no organized Americ&l force was left in Y
this region. The three Soutb-^n States.antmi* qi
opibusqut parati, according to .the vaunt of the
Senator.had not a single baAalion in the field. S
During all this period the mefof Massachusetts I
were serving their country, tot at home, but m

away from their own borders ; for, from the time tc
of the Declaration of Indepet lence, Massachu- in
setts never saw the smoke of i \ enemy's camp. si
At last, by the military gcnfc"«fc and remarkable tc

exertions of General Greene-'a Northern man, S
who assumed the command c# the Southern ar- ai
my, South Carolina was resen; 1 from the British to

i power. But the trials of thU successful leader M
reveal, in a striking manner, t 5 weakness of the S
44 slaveholding " State which b saved. Some of pi

> these are graphically presen'- jd in his letters. d<
Writing to Governor Reed, of >ennsylvania, un- it

. der date of 3d May, 1781, he t \ys: t!
44 Those whose true interested was to have in- m

I 4 formed Congress and the p ople to the north.4 uard of the real state of thi) <s, have joined in ei
i 4 the deception, and magnified ke strength and re- h
; 4 sotirces of this country infinite1* above their ability, ji4 Many of those, who adhere t- our party, are so lc
. 4 fond of pleasure, that they c»nnot think of ma- w| 4 king the necessary sacrifices - > support the Rev- S
" 4 olution. There are many good and virtuous people <1

4 to the southward; but they cat >ot animate the in- ir
4 habitants in general, as you can 't the northward.". li
Gordon's History of American Revolution, vol. 4, tl
page 87. /t<

, Writing to Colonel Davics. Under date of 23d a
May, 1781, he exposes the act' &1 condition of the h
country: si

41 The animosity between th * Whigs and Tories si
4 of this State renders their situation truly deplo- tl

,
1 rable. There is not a da}' p sses but there are h
4 more or less who fall a sacrifice to this savage tl
4 disposition. The Whigs see&determined to ex- c<
4 tirpate the Tories, and the Tories the Whigs, tl
4 Some thousands have fallen in this way in this ti
4 quarter, and the evil rages ^th more violence s<
4 than ever. If a stop cannot t- soon put to these n<
4 massacres, the country will ^ depopulated in a r<
4 few months more, as neither Vhig nor Tory can d
4 live.'' ti
To Lafayette, General Gr< ne, under date of ts

29th December, 1780, descril s the weakness of tc
his troops : s<

44 It is now within a few da of the time you oi
4 mentioned of being with m> Were you to ar- ti
4 rive, you would find a few f jigj^d, lialf-starved tl
4 troops in the wilderness, de; itnte of everything r<
4 necessary for either the com Ort or convenience le
4 of soldiers." * * * 44' he country is al,4 most laid waste, and the i habitants plunder tl
4 one another with little less than savage fury. s\
4 We live from hand to moutl1 and have nothing tc

> 4 to subsist on but what we :ollect with armed h
' parties, in this situation, / believe you will tl
'agree with me, there is nc.hing inviting this I
' way, especially when I as> ire you our whole S1
' force fit for duty, tliat are p ^perly clothed and ol
'properly equipped, does nf amount to eight ft
' hundred men.'-.Johnson a L ft of Greene, vol. 1, tr

' page 340. ti
Writing to Mr. Varnura, a i ember of Congress, ni

. he says: st
' " There is a great spirit ol enterprise prevail- ct

' ing among the militia of th< e Southern States, ft
> ' especially with the volnntec I. Rut their mode hi
,

' of going to war is so destru live, that it is the I,
! ' greatest folly in the world 1 trust the liberties tl

' of a people to such a pre arious defence.". in
i Johnson's Life of Greene, vol. p. 397.
f Nothing can be more au^ientic or complete ti
i than this testimony. Here Iso is what is said hi
; by David Ramsay, an estima *le citizen of South tl

Carolina, in his history of tl'' revolution in that fti
. State, published in 1785, on! a short time after g(
I the scenes which he describe : te
r " While the American so tiers lay encamped, j,i
3 1 [in the low country near CI irleston,] their tat- s
' ' tered rags w ere so oomph 'ely worn out, that
i ' seven hundred of them we k as naked as they U]
.

' were born, excepting a s iall strip of cloth fr
> ' about their waists, and the} were nearly as des- m
.

' titute of meat as of clothing ".Vol. 2, p. 258. tl
r The military weakness of this " s'aveholding ft(
i community " is too apparent. Learn now its oc- j)(
( casion ; aud then join with me in amazement :u
r that a Senator from South ' arolina should at- st

tribute our independence to a, ything " slavehold- si
r ing." The records of the e uintry, and various n(
3 voices, all disown his suggt tion. The State of ci

South Carolina, by authenti^historv, disowns it. w
r Listen, if you please, to p<; rnliar and decisive a
r testimony, under date of M irch 29, 1779, from Di
> the Secret Journal of the Co" tinental Congress: s]

" The committee appointee to take into consid- (j,
(

' eration the etrtunuiances of Southern Slate*, and Sl
t ' the w ays and means for the * safety and defence, jn
1 'report, that the State of Sou .fc Carolina, (as rep- j.>' 'resented by the Delegates o- the said State, and Sj
r 'by Mr. Huger, who has coif* here at the request p
. 'of the Governor of the said State, on purpose to S(
1 'explain the circumstances thereof,) is usable to 0j
i ' make any effectual efforts w ith militia, by reason
.

' of the great proportion of citizens necessary to re- hi
,

' main at home, to prevent insurrection among the ai
.

' negroes, and to prevent the desertion of them to n(
i 'the enemy. That the state^of the country, and tc
i ' the great number of these people among them, expose (j
f ' the inhabitants to great darker, from the endeav- ra
1 'ors of the enemy to excite uem to revolt or dc- ifl
? 'sert.".Vol. 1, p. 105. <tr

Here is South Carolina b( Vctly disclosing her c(
military weakness, and its o<yjuion; thus disow n- CJ
ing, in advance, the vaunt of her Senator, who s]
finds strength and gratula "on in slavery rather w

" than in freedom. It was diJ ing the war that she f(
thus shrived herself, on lier^necs, in the confes- j,:sional of the Continental vongrcss. Hut the tc
same important admission t \s made in debate, y
on the floor of Congress, 3C i March, 1790, some sj
time alter the war, by Mr. Hi ke, a Representative c,
from South Carolina: *ki

) " There is not a gentlcmai on the floor who is c{
) ' a stranger to the feeble sif mtiou of our State, h
) ' w hen we entered into the w r to oppose the Brit- st
) ' ish power. We were not only without money, without /.
> ' an army or military stores hut we were few in (j
) ' number, and likely to be entxt* gled rrith our domes- jn
) ' tics, in case the enemy inv led us.''.Annals of
- Congress, 1789, 1791, vol. 2, -age 1484.
' Similar testimony to the cnkncss engendered a

by slavery was also borne by Mr. Madison, in ai
debate in Congress: ^si

44 Every addition they j, leorgia and South ai
4 Carolina] receive to the number of slaves, pi
' tend* to weaken them, and rt \der them less capable fn
' of self-defence.".Annals oj Congress, vol. I,page C
340. ju
The historian of South C* feolina, Dr. Ramsay, a se

contemporary observer of t 'C very scenes which ta
he describes, exposes this V iakness: ei

e
44 The forces under the <Ommand of General p<

r.
' Provost marched throug « the richest settle- w

;
' ment3 of the State, where*.tiro the fewest white b;

»
4 inhabitants in proportiot to the number of bi

B
' slaves. The hapless Afrf ans, allured with lite C

.

' hope offreedom, forsook the^ owners, and repaired fe
.

' in great numbers to the ri lal army. They en- S
1 ' deavorcd to recommend themselves to their ai

4 new masters by discoverif t where their owners
.

4 had concealed their prop* tty, and were assist- oi
' ing in carrying it off."./ \torg of South Caroli- F

. na, vol. 1, page 312. ^re

j And the same candid hi* orian, describing the n
invasion of the next year, t Vs: di

41 The slaves a second tinv flocked to the British ai

1 ' army.". Vol. 1, page 336. b<
^ And at a still later day, Ifr. Justice Johnson,
f of the Supreme Court of ti fe I'nited States, and h:

a citizen of South Carolina in his elaborate Life in
_ of General Greene, speak ig of negro slaves, sc
[> makes the same admission. lie says : ai

44 But the number disp rsed through these si
_

4 [Southern] States was vt *j great; so great, as is
4 to render it impossible for the citizens to muster tl

a
' freemen enough to mthstai d the pressure of the t(

e
1 British arms. '.Vol. 2, pa* t 472. ei

i, Surely, sir, this is onouf h, and more. Thus, *
from authentic documents We learn the small

- contributions of men and t le military weakness
- of the Southern States, j*ar icularly of South
e Carolina, as compared with the Northern States; R
i and from the very lips ol South Carolina, on **
i iour uinereni occasions, sj ea ling uy a commit- L'<

- tec ; by one of her Represent* lives in Congress ; 111

by her historian; and by an < mincnt citizen, we ®
- have the confession not only of weakness, but M
- that this weakness was cause*! by slavery. And t«
- yet, in the face of this cum dative and unim- d'
i, peachahle testimony, we are railed to listen, in "

t the American Senate, to a high-flying boast, from tl
- a venerable Senator, that A nerican independt.ence was achieved by the unns and treasure of 01
-

" slavcholding coramuniti»kan assumption, U
i baseless as the fabric of o-virion, in any way it **

,, may be interpreted; wlictb tr as meaning boldly tr
that independence was acb ev 3d by those South- P«

i ern States, which were <Se peculiar home of tL
slavery, or that it was ach feved by any strength b<

r or influence which camt from that noxious d<
source. Sir, I speak here foi a Commonwealth
of just renown, but I gp< ak nlso for a cause

- which is more than any Commonwealth, even fo,
, that which I represent; atd I cannot allow the
i Senator, with his silver-wl fce locks, to discredit
f either. Not by slavery, bit in spite of it, was
- independence achieved. Not because, but not- fo
t withstanding, there were «' fliaveholding commuenities," did triumph dcscefkl upon our arms, ft
- was the inspiration of L&crty Universal that w
r conducted us through the <«d sea of the Revolu>tion, as it had already giv to the Declaration

of Independence its migtyy tone, resounding
s through the ages. " Let it be remembered,"
f said the nation, speaking by the voice of the w
- Continental Congress, at t^e close of the war, w

6,. 1854.
that it has ever been the pride and boast of
merica, that the rights for which she has conrndedwere the uightb of hcmax natchf. I" *

es, sir, in this behalf, ami by this sign, we con- ]jnercd. *

Such, sir, is my answer on this head to the
enator from South Carolina. If the work which 0
undertook has been done thoroughly, he must c
ot blame me. Whatever I undertake, I am apt o
> do thoroughly. But while thus repelling the t
Lsinuations against Massachusetts, and the as- g
imptions for slavery, I would not unnecessarily
>uch the sensibilities of that Senator, or of the c
tate which he represents. I cannot forget that, 8
midst all diversities of opinion, we are bound n
igether by the ties of a common country.that Qassachusetts and South Carolina are sister
tates, and that the concord of sisters ought to "

revail between them; but I am constrained to
eclare, that I have throughout this debate sought
l vain any token of that just spirit which, within *lesphere of its influence, is calculated to pro- e

lote the concord alike of States and individuals.
And now, for the present, I part with the ven-
-able Senator from South Carolina. In pursuing
is inconsistencies, and in exposing them to
idgment, I had almost forgotten his associate z

ader in the wanton and personal assault to
hich I have been exposed.I mean the veteran
cnator fram Virginia,[Mr. Mason,] who is now
irectly in my eye. With imperious look, and
1 the style of Sir Forcible Feeble, that Senator t
as undertaken to call in question my statement jj
lat the Fugitive Slave Bill denied the writ of
aibeat corpus; and, in doing this, he has assumed "

superiority for himself which, permit me to tell c
im now in this presence, nothing in him can a
inction. Sir, I claim little for myself; but I
irink in no respect from any comparison with
iat Senator, veteran though he be. Sitting near '

im, as has been my fortune since I have been on g
lis floor, I have come to know something of his ^
onvcrsation, something of his manners, somelingof his attainments, something of his abili- D

es, something of his character.aye, sir, and t
mietliing of his associations ; and, while I would
ot undertake to disparage him in any of these
>spccts, yet I feel that I do not exalt myself nnuly.thatI do not claim too much for the posionwhich I hold, or the name which I have es- J
iblished, when I openly declare that, as a Sena- p
>r of Massachusetts, and as a man, I place rayilfat every point in comparison with that lion- r

ruble assailant. And to his peremptory asser- n

on that the Fugitive Slave Bill does not deny c
naoeax corpus, i oppose niv assertion, as pe-

smptoryas his own, that it does, and there I
save that question. '
Mr. President, I welcome the sensibility which o

le Senator from Virginia displays at the expo- *

ire of the Fugitive Slave Bill in its true charac- j
:r. He is the author of that enormity. From
is brain came forth the soulless monster. He is, t

icrefore, its natural guardian. The Senator is, c
believe, a lawyer. And now, since he has r
iowii a disposition to meet objections to that
ffspring, he must not stop with the objection a

ninded on the denial of the habeas coi-pus. It is 8

ue, sir, if anything but slavery were in ques- d
on, such an objection would be fatal; but it is
at to be supposed that the partisans of an initutionfounded on a denial of human rights,
in appreciate the proper efficacy of that writ of
eedom. Sir, I challenge the Senator to defend £
is progeny; not by assertion, but by reason. ,

et him rally all the ability, learning, and subcty,which he can command, and undertake the r

npossible work. n
Let him answer this objection. The Constitu- _

on, by an amendment which Samuel Adams
liled as a protection against the usurpations of a

le National Government, and which Jefferson C
iserted was our "foundation corner-stone," has ti
ilemnly declared that " the powers not delegadto the United States by the Constitution, nor
rohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the
tates respectively, or to the people." Stronger
ords could not be employed to limit the powers ^tider the Constitution, and to protect the people
om all assumptions of the National Govern- ^
ent, particularly in derogation of freedom. By I
le Virginia resolutions of 1798, which the Sen- v
or is reputed to accept, this limitation of the .

iwers of the National Government is recognised
id enforced. The Senator himself is underood,on all questions not affecting the claims of v

avery, to accept this rule in its utmost strict- /
sss. Let him now indicate, if he can, any arti- t
e, clause, phrase, or word, in the Constitution, n
hich gives to Congress any power to establish f]
"uniform law throughout the United States" v

i the subject of fugitive, slaves. Let him now

iow, if he can, from the records of the Federal
onvention, one jot of evidence inclining to any
ich power. Whatever may be its interpretation
other respects, the clause on which this bill .

lrports to be founded gives no such a power. 11

ir, nothing can come out of nothing; and the
ugitive Slave Bill is, therefore, without any p>urcc or origin in the Constitution. Tt is an
icn and unmitigated usurpation.
And, sir, when the veteran Senator of Virginia a
is answered this objection; when he has been ti
ale to find iu the Constitution a power which is j]ot to be found, and to make us see what is not
> be seen, then let him answer another objecon.The Constitution has secured the inesti- ii
able right of trial by jury in " suits at common
.w," where the value in controversy exceeds
verity dollars. Of course, freedom is not sus>ptiblcof pecuniary valuation, therefore there
in be no question that the claim for a fugitive jy
avc is within this condition. In determining
hat is meant by " suits at common law," re- ®

>ursc must be had to the common law itself, n
reciselv as we resort to that law in order to de- j
rmine what is meant by trial by jury. Let the
enator, if he be a lawyer, now undertake to
iow that a claim for a fugitive slave is not, no- a

irding to the early precedents and writs, well p
nown to the framers of the Constitution, cspeallyto Charles Cotesworth Pinckney ami John
utledge, of South Carolina, both of whom had P
udied law at the Temple, as a suit at common tl

to which, under the solemn guaranty of the a
onstitution, is attached the trial by jury, as an jjiseparablc incident. Let the Senator undertake
show this, if he can. ®

And, sir, when the veteran Senator has found h
uuncx in iuc vuuauiuuuu »utre none exists, ^
id has set aside the right of trial by jury in a
lit at common law, then let him answer yet
lother objection. By the judgment of the Su- «

reme Court of the United States, a claim for a ci
igitive slave is declared to be a case, under the gonstitution, within the judicial power; and this
idgment of the Court is confirmed by common "
nsc and common law. Let the Senator under- 6'
ke to show, if he can, how such an exalted ex- B]cise ofjudicial power can be confided to a single ^itty magistrate, appointed not by the President,
ith the advice and consent of the Senate, but S
jr the Court; holding his office, not during good u
thaviour, but merely during the will of the
ourt; and receiving not a regular salary, but
es according to each individual case. Let the P
enator answer this objection, if, in any way, by Ci
ay twist of learning, logic, or law, he can. pThus, sir, do I present the issue directly on this
utrageous enactment. Let the author of the ®

ugitivc Slave Bill meet it. He will find me
>ady to follow him in argument, though I trust n
ever to be led, even by his example, into any n
pparture from those courtesies of debate which
re essential to the harmony of every legislative

JSuch, Mr. President, is my response to all that °

as been said in this debate, so far as it concerns ®
c. To the two associate chieftains in this per- *

>nal assault, the veteran Senator from Virginia, t!
ad the Senator from South Carolina, with the It
lver-whitc locks, I have replied completely. It S
true that others have joined in the cry, which e<

iese associates first started ; but I shall not be o.
mpted farther. Some persons are best answeriby silence ; best answered by withholding the
ords which leap impulsively to the lips. "
And now, turning my back upon these things, h

tt me, for one moment, before I close, dwell on f,
ne aspect of this discussion which will render ^memorable. On former occasions like this,
le right of j>etition has been vehemently Assail- n

1, or practically denied. Only two years ago, a
icmorials for the repeal of the Fugitive Slave gill, presented by me, were laid on your table, j
i. i imucui, nnuuui rcicrcace mj uuy i-uiuiuii

e.All is changed now. Senators have coneranedthe memorial, and sounded the cry of |<
treason," " treason," in our ears ; hut thus far. ^iroughout this excited debate, no person has so

.

>mpletely outraged the spirit of our institutions, 11
r forgotten himself, as to persist in objecting to ci
ic reception of the memorial, and its proper
;ference. It is true, the remonstrants have been
eatcd with indignity; but the great right of P
jtition.the sword and buckler of the citizen. d
lough discredited by such conduct, has not bi
jen denied. Here, sir, is a triumph of Frce

tl
0^ At New York, on Thursday, the steam- ft
3&t Buffalo, lying at her wharf on the North L
ver, sunk to her upper deck, having on board b
( the time five hundred German emigrants a
t the West. They were all saved, with their ei

bggage much damaged. The port-hole forardhad been stupidly left open. P
- . - a

The New York Freeman'3 Journal, a t<
oman Catholic paper, has suspended its scmieeklyissue, and will hereafter be published it
eekly only. > u

\

\

TEBX8 OF THE HAHOKAL EBA.

)ne copy, 1 year, $2 One copy, 6 month?, $1
fhree copies, do., 5 Five copies, do., 5
Ten copies, do., 15 Ten copies, do., 8

Voluntary agents are entitled to retain 50
ents commission on each new yearly, and 25
ante on each now semi-yearly, subscriber, exeptin the case of clubs. Twenty-five cents is
he commission on the renewal of an old suboriber.
A club of three subscribers (one of whom

oay be an old one) at $5, will entitle the peronmaking it up to a copy cf the Era three
aonfcha; a olub of five (two of whom may be
Id ones) at $8, to a copy for six months; a olub
f ten (five of whom may be old ones) at $15,
o a copy for one year.
Monev to be forwarded, by mail, at my risk.

jftrge amounts may be remitted in drafts or
ertifioatcs of deposit. G. BAILEY.
Washington, D. C., 1854.

WASHINGTON, D. C.
THURSDAY, JULY 6, 1854.

0^=- Any friend of the Era, impressed with
he importance of extending its subscription
ist, and disposed to try his hand at it, is invied

to do so. By oommunicating with us, he
an have the list of subscribers at his office,
,nd the times when their subscriptions ore

xpiring. Some of the voluntary agents to
rhom we have addreseed circulars, have repondedcordially. Others are silent, a9 they
lave a perfect right to be. but who will volinteerto make up their laok ? Please look at
he terms.

8PEECH OF MR. SUMNEB.

A great debate took place in the Senate,
une 26th and June 28th, on occasion of the
tresentation of a memorial from Boston for the
epeal of the Fugitive Slave Bill. Mr. Sumlerwas assailed with groat bitterness and
uurm?uuef% uui ut* buuu vuruou upon uio i>roaiiints,with a power that Utterly discomfited
hem. Of the debate on the 26th, we present
n our first page the graphic condensed report
repared for the associated press in New York,
dr. Sumner's speech, on the 28th, as revised
>y himself, we publish on our second page,
rowding out a great deal of editorial to make
oom for it. Its argument is overwhelming.
nd its personalities are withering, although
trictly within the bounds of parliamentary
leoorum.

HERBERTS "SAXON SERF."

It gives us sincere pleasure to state that
here is now a strong probability that we may
e able to resume the publication of the admiablestory, The Saxon Serf, which was comaencedlost 'November, and suspended last
rinter, owing to "a want of copy" from the
uthor. He has forwarded us, since then, four
hapters in continuation, and promises that
he whole shall be delivered this month.

MRS. 6T0WE ONCE MORE.

Our readers will rejoice to learn that it is
be intention of Mrs. Harriet Beeciier Stowe
o furnish a series of contributions for the
National Era, under the titlo of "The Andof.rPortfolio." In a note to us, dated Juno
7, sho says:
" I will as soon as possible do something. 1

vill establish a department, and call it, ' The
kndover Portfolio,' in which I will, from time
o time, throw such stray leaves of thought as

oay bo wafted to rac from tho beautiful inluencesof our scenery and air. In about a
reck or ten days, I will forward you a number."

"HOLLY-WOOD,"
A story by Alice Carf.y, will be continued

a the next number of the Era.
We have also on hand, for the remaining

art of this volume, some admirable sketches
f the Neutral French in Massachusetts, from
new but ready pen at Cambridge; and

radiations from the Russian of Paushkin,
bo famous Russian poet.
Our readers will sec that we hold cut ample

iducements to new subscribers.

THE MOVEMENT IN THE WEST.

The Ordinance for tho government of " the
iorthwestern Territory," out of which have
oen formed the States of Ohio, Indiana, llliois,Michigan, and Wisconsin, bears date July
3, 1787. After providing the form of governicnt,it proceeds to enact oertain fundamental
rticles, specifying the objects in tho following
reamble :
" And for extending the fundamental princilesof civil and religious liberty, which form

tie baeis whereon these Republics, their laws
nd constitutions are erected; to fix and cstabshthoso principles as the basis of all laws,
onstitutions, and governments, which forever
ereafter shall be formed in the said territory:
> provide, also, for the establishment of States
nd permanent Governments therein, and for
leir admission to a share in the Federal Counils,on an equal footing with the original
tatee, at as early periods as may be consistent
rith the general interest: It is hereby ordain-
i and declared, that the following articles
ball be considered as articles of compact beweenthe original States and the people and
tatea in the 6aid Territory, and forever remain
nalterable, unless by common consent."
There are six of these articles of compact,

roviding solemn guarantees for freedom of
onscience, right of trial by jury, habeas corus,fair representation, and all needful safeuardafor personal rights. The last article
pecially has made the day on which the Ordiancewas adopted, worthy of perpetual comicmoration:
" Article 6. There shall be neither Slavery

or involuntary servitude in the said Territory,therwise than in punishment of crime, wherofthe party shall have been duly convicted:
rovided, always, that any person escaping into
ie same, from whom labor or service is
iwfully claimed in any one of the original
tates, such fugitive may bo lawfully roolaim-*
d, and conveyed to the person claiming his
r her labor or service, u aforesaid."
The Territory organized under this oompact

ras then a wilderness; but, in the course of
alf a century, it was formed into five pownrilStates, comprising an aggregate area of two
undred and tweuty-eeven thousand square
liles, and a total population, in 1850. of four
nd a half millions, all freeman, maintaining
ee-labor institutions, and nobly illustrating
leir beneficence and wisdom.
The policy which has given these free States

) the Union, having been repudiated and
*ampled upon by the Slave Power and its
istrumonts, the Administration and the soalledDemocrats at the North and West who
istain it, the People of those States severally
ropose to hold State Conventions on the 13 th
ay of Jaly ensuing, to commemorate the paeigeof the Ordinanoe of 1787, and oonfer toetheron the boot measures for punishing
loee who have dishonored and betrayed the
indamental Principles of Civil and Religions
iberty which it establishes, and for bringing
ack the Federal Government to the doctrines
nd spirit which pervaded the Congress that
aaoted that glorious Ordinanoe.
The movement is made, irrespectively of

'arty. It concerns the honor, the interests,
nd safety of the People, and the People are
iking the lead in it.
The call for the Convention ga Ohio has been

i circulation all over the States; thousands
pon thousands of names have been sent to

vol. vni
the Committee appointed at Columbus to reoeivethem, and thousands more are rolling
in. The Ohio State Journal says, the desiCT
was to have the call, with all the names attachedthereto, printed in jte columns, l.t
the thing is impossible !"
"Wo have not in the oihoe, nor is there in

the oity, capital letters enough to begin to ^
the initials of the names. There is no way of
accomplishing the demand upon us, short of
sending off to the type founders for a BuppU
of letter for this especial purpose."
The JournalAdds:
"It is emphatically a movement of the Prople;the call for a Convention has gone f rtb

as with a shout; the People know what tn^
are about, this time, and they will be heard
through their delegates on the 13th.

" Take, for instance, a call returned fro®
one locality in Stark county. The signers stand
recorded:

Democrats 4 3
Free-Soilers - - - 10
Whips ... fi2-_ 1 I ?

D
" Another comes from Lucas county, with

the signers designated as follows:
Hunker Democrats - 32
Free Soil do - - 14
Hunker Whigs 2*
Free Soil do - - 4
Abolition Independents - 5.83

In Indiana, the State Journal of the lth
contains the following call:
"A majority of the recent Democratic Conventionhaving adopted resolutions sotting forth

a platform of principles to which we believe
majority of the people of this State are opposed,
we therefore call upon all such opponents, of
whatever party, to meet at Indianapolis on the
13 th day of July next, at 10 o'clock A. M to
adopt such measures in relation thereto as they
may deem proper."

This notice is subscribed by the names of
some sixty or seventy citizens, including a large
number of Democrats, of the counties of Floyd
Parke, Ripley, and Dearborn. The Jmttnci
says that letters from both Democrats and
Whigs havo been received from every part of
the State, urging the call of this Convention,
and that there is a determination on the part
of the people to forzet all former party di»-
tinctions in their effort to put the seal of their
disapprobation on the principles promulgated
by the Pierce State Convention.
The People seem to think it of mere iuipor

t&nce to sustain the great Principle of Civil
and Religious Liberty, than Franklin Pierce
and Jeeso D. Bright.
The oall for a State Mass Convention in

Wisconsin has been issued but a short time,
but the quick response indicates the temper of
the People. The Free Democrat, of Milwaukie
Wirconsin, says:
"All tho Free Democratic presses.tLree

dailies and seven weeklies; all the Wrhig papersbut two.two dailies and eight wceklie?
and two Democratic papers.the Watertovn
Register and Monroe Sentinel.have resp n.led
to the call for a Mass State Convention of ti e

People, at Madison, on the 12th of July. Th«
remaining two Whig papers.the Lancaster
Herald and the Kenosha Tribune.we doubt
not will do so, but we have not received their
issues since the c&lkw&s published. Wo think
we may say that the desire for such a Convectionand union of the people in a great FreedomParty, is cordial and earnost among the
Whigs and Free Democrats, and a largo portionof those who have formerly acted with the
old Democratic party."
We are not aware that the arrangements in

Illinois for such a Convention have jet been
perfected. No time should be lost. Fr iu the

i- -i-i .r
omw; ui i/uugiiiw ict u vuiuc tr,> lonii

in stem reprobation of his apostacy from the
original policy of the Government.
The Mass Convention, called to meet at Kalamazoo,Mich., on the 21st in3t., by the IndependentDemocratic Central Committee, has been

held, and its proceedings are before us. 'fie
most earnest and liberal spirit pervaded at ite
counsels. While assorting the true principles
of Anti-Slavery action, it generously pled^l
the Party to surrender its name, and its candidates,provided the People, without distinct, n

of Party, would take the right ground, and organizefor efficient operations. The literal
press of the State, not connected with the IndependentDemocratic organizations, speaks in

praise of its wise and conciliating policy.
We ccpy the following from the series of res

lotions adopted:
" Resolved, That in the recent passage of tb:

bill for the organization ol' the Territories il
Nebraska and Kansas, we see the clowning
act of a series of aggressions, by which the sectionaland exceptional character of Slavery
has been gradually, changed, until it has becometho groat national interest of the country,for the protection of which every other interestmust be sacrificed; and its power has
become bo potent, that from the President to
the Postmaster, all the functionaries of the F.x
ecutive Government, and a majority in Congress,are twisted and corrupted by it into absoluteEubjection to ite insulting demands.

" Resolved, That evils so great as these demanda remedy; and that if that remedy cannotbe found in the virtue of tho people, ape.; I
pie who arc yet true to the instincts of liberty,
to the immortal principles promulgated by tho
fathers of the Constitution.a people who enjoytho blessings of a Government they esthshed,and a people who tre yet willing to

display something of the CDergy and pcr.-c
ance, and if need bo sacrifico, which mcvri
the patriots of '70 to tho accomplishment a

their great work, then the days of tho Rep
lie are numbered, and it must soon becor

whatits lawe will make it, a nation of tiara"Resolved, That we do not and will not despair;that we believe the people of this State
are ready to respond to the call of their country
in this emergency; that they aro ready, irrespectiveof all past political preferences, to de
cl&re in an unmistakable tone their will: as'
that will is, that Slavery aggree'icn upon their
rights shall go no further.that there shall be n»

compromise with Slavery.that thero shall hi
no more slave States.that there shall bo do

slave Territory.that the Fugitive Slave I.s*
shall be repealed.that tho abominations of Ha
very shall no farther be perpetrated under the
sanctions of the Federal Constitution.and that
they will mako their will effective by drivieff
from every place of official power the puV:
servants who havo so shamelessly tktraveJ
their trust, and by putting in their place? nra
who are honest and capablo; men who will 1
faithful to the Constitution and the great
claims of humanity.

Resolved, That the Free Democracy of Morganrejoice to behold the indications of poplarsentiments furnishod by this Convention
they aro confident that the deeply aronfeelingof the masses of this State will seek a

suitable expression in a Convention springing
from themselves, irrespective of every exist*;'
political organization ; and that if such a movement6hall be animated and guided by the
principles expressed in tho resolutions of tho
Convention, and shall contemplate an efficient
organization to give effect to our own principle*
in this State, wo shall willingly surrend''" O"^
distinctive organization, and with it the tick £

for State officers nominated at Jackson, on
22dof February last, and that we commit the

execution of this purpose to a committee
nine, to be appointed by the Convention to currythe above design into execution.

It would seem that the General Convent n

for Michigan, ie to moot on the t»th of July
We could wish it had been appointed f r

13th.

The Infernal Machine..Mr. and
Allison, who were injured by the explosion c'

the mysterious box sent to the Marine llosp'
tal, at Cinoinnati, are both dead. A frl
named Conwcll committed a murder eon:e tiosince,and Allieon was acquainted with the

facts, and it is supposed that Conwell tric^ |U

this manner to take the life of Allison.

ITT* The Roman Catholic Archbishop
Buffalo has formally excommunicated
trustees who hold and refase to gire up to hi®

the Church property.


